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‘CONSOLIDATION 


Towards the end of the summer the C.D.C.P. was faced with 
something of a crisis\by the news that our Secretary, Canon Blood, 
had been asked to give his whole-time energies to the U.M.C.A., 
with which he had been so long connected both in the Mission 
field and in its home work. This was a great blow to us, for his 
help has been of immense value to the Council and itse work. 
Canon Blood has been dividing his time between the U.M.CLA, 
and the C.D.C.P., and has been utterly unsparing of himself in 
his work. It would have been hard to replace him at any time, 
but in these days, when parish priests are often single-handed 
and almost always understaffed, the difficulty was greatly 
increased, 
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Some of us had indeed already come to feel, before we knew of 
the impending resignation, that while the work of C.D.C.P. was 
still needed, the time had come to reconsider our position in the 
very different conditions and needs which we now have to face 
from those which prevailed when the Council started its work. 
It seemed to us, therefore, that the resignation of our Secretary 
was the occasion for such a reconsideration, and for some weeks 
we have been examining the needs of the present situation and 
the kind of contribution which we could best make. 

_ Our course was not at first very clear, but we have now come 
toa clear and unanimous conviction that our way ought to be 
in the direction of a closer link with the Church Union. After a 
careful discussion in a joint meeting of representatives of the 
_Church Union Executive and the C.D.C.P., we drew up a detailed 
“statement for submission to the Executive of the Church Union 
and the Council for the Defence of Church Principles. This state- 
ment has now received the approval of both bodies. 

Up to now, the C.D.C.P. has been an independent Council 


(never at any time a society seeking members), appointed in the 


first place by the leading Catholic societies to meet the critical 
situation caused by the immediate prospect of a decision in 
India about the scheme for Union in South India. We have 
always worked in close touch with the Church Union, to which 
most of the members_of the Couneil belonged, but still we were 
an independent body. We raised year by year the funds needed 
for our work, for the payment of a secretary, the publication of 
‘literature such as pamphlets and leaflets, and the issue of a month- 
ly journal. We arranged meetings throughout the country, held 
annual conferences at Oxford, attended by priests from England, 
Wales and Scotland, and we: established intimate contacts with 
America, Canada, Australia, -and other parts of the Anglican 
Communion. 

It is not intended that these activities shall cease, but we are 
convinced that the time has come when we should surrender our 
independence and carry on our work as a committee of the Church 
Union. This will relieve us of a great and pressing financial 
burden, for we shall no longer need a salaried secretary, and the 
Church Union will be responsible for all office work and expenses. 
‘Our new status as a Committee will not necessitate a change in the 
personnel of the present Council; we shall be the same body 
carrying on the same work; but any thing said or done will have 
a greatly enhanced authority as the action of the central and most 
representative Catholic society in the Church of England. I 
think most of those who have an intimate knowledge of the 


conditions ten years ago would agree with me that such an _ 


afrangement as is now proposed would not have been possible 
then, 
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This development is, therefore, no mere adaptation to changed 


_ Circumstances. It is a deliberate move toward consolidation in 


the work of Church Defence. Many of us have felt the need of 
this. I believe that all of-us who are directly concerned in this 
reorganization give it the most whole-hearted acceptance. 
Church principles are still at stake; the Church of England has 
not yet faced the most critical moment of its long drawn-out 
tension over the threatened surrender of vital Church principles, 
for it is only at this time that the Convocations of Canterbury and 
York have been allowed to deal with the principles involved in the 
present one-sided policy of reunion. A decision which received 
the assent of both Houses of the two Convocations would be a 
synodical act. binding on the consciences of members of the 
Church of England. ve atholics must present the most resolute 
and united front if that decision is not to be one which will con- 
flict with their greater, and indeed paramount, loyalty to the 
Church Catholic as a whole. . 

The C.D.C.P., therefore, is not abandoning its task, but hoping 
that it may be enabled to carry it out more effectively. We still 


“need all the help that our supporters, whether members of the 


Church Union or not, can give. We need your constant prayers 


~ and your subscriptions just as before. These latter will now be 


received and acknow ledged by the Church Urtion Office. They 
should be addressed to the Secretary, C.D.C.P., 6 Hyde Park 


Gate, S.W. 7. 
W. B. O'BRIEN, S.S.J.E. 


In his article ‘‘ Consolidation ’’, which appears in this issue, Fr. 
O’Brien has not referred to his own work in connection with 
C.D.C.P. He had more than anyone else to do with its inception, 
and has been its chairman from that time. The effectiveness 
of the Council has soca 1 age no small measure on his zeal and 
wisdom. He has now felt it necessary to resign this office, on 
account of increasing age; and with the greatest regret the 
Council felt bound to accept the resignation. The Rev. Harold 


Riley has been elected as the new chairman. 


- Canon Blood’s place as secretary has now belie filled by the 


' election of the Rev. S. J. S. Beebee, the Vicar of St. Paul's 
Ruislip Manor. Communications may be addressed to him either 


at 46 The Fairway, South Ruislip, London, or at 6 Hyde Park 


Gate, S.W. 7. 
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NORWAY, DENMARK AND ICELAND 


The number of documents dealing with the relationship of the 
Church of England to other Christian bodies steadily increases. 
The ordinary Churchman, even if he is one who prides himself on 
keeping up with the times, may be forgiven if he gets a little con- 
fused. The latest of such documents is a report entitled ‘ The 
Church of England and the Churches of Norway, Denmark 

‘and Iceland’’ (S.P.C.K., 4s. 6d.). It comes from a committee 
appointed by the Archbishop of Canterbury in 1951, and presided 
over by Professor Ramsey (as the present Bishop of Durham 
then was). | 

The actual report, with its findings, occupies only four pages 
of the booklet containing it. This is, however, followed by 

- .twenty-five pages of appendices, which are of considerable 
importance. The whole document comes from the Anglican 
delegates; the Scandinavians have made, or are to make, their 
own report to their respective Churches. 

As the Church of Sweden and the Church of Finland (which 
have episcopates in the Apostolic Succession) are excluded from 
the purview of the report, we shall here use the word © Scandr- 
navian ’’’ as a convenient term to cover only the three countries 
considered in the report. The usage is, of course, inaccurate, but 
prevents verbosity and need not make for confusion. 


A LETTER TO THE ARCHBISHOP 


We begin with the Report in the strict sense, consisting of 
“ A Letter to the Archbishop of Canterbury ”’. 

(1) The Conference examined the doctrinal position of the 
consulting bodies. It reports that it was satisfied that Anglicans 
and Scandinavians were in agreement on the fundamental doc- 
trines of the Faith; both sides accepted the authority of the 
Scriptures, the Apostles’ and Nicene Creeds, and the Sacraments 
of Baptism and Holy Communion. The Scandinavians were 
satisfied with the Anglican acceptance of the doctrine of Justifica- 
tion by Faith—-a doctrine which, in view of their Lutheran back- 
ground, is always in the foreground oftheir theology. : 

The practice of the Scandinavians with regard to Confirmation 
is recorded. What is called Confirmation in their system is per- 
formed by the parish priest, not by the bishop. It is not regarded 
as a rite in which the gift of the Holy Spirit is bestowed. On 
Lutheran grounds, the gift of the Spirit is associated with Baptism, 
which itself in their rites includes a laying on of hands. 

(2). The Anglican delegates report that * the serious difference ’’ 
between the two groups concerns the nature of Episcopal Suc- 
cession. In the three Scandinavian countries concerned, ‘* the 
breach of succession by episcopal consecration at the Reformation 
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was made deliberately '’. This is indeeg a grave fact, but it is one 
that the Scandinavians do not regret. T hey hold that succession 
by consecration is not essential to the episcopate, and take pride 
in having made a new beginning at the Reformation. 

It follows, from the point of view of the Scandinavians, that 
whereas interchange of bishops at episcopal consecrations might 
be welcome as a token of friendship when both ministries are 
equally recognized, it would not.be welcome in order to restore 
the episcopal succession. They are not willing to give any colour 
to the belief that there is anything essential to restore. 

(3) On the question of Intercommunion, the discussions do not 
seem to have done more than register a difference of approach. 
The Scandinavians are said to have asked that Intercommunion 
should not be deferred until the time of full mutual recognition; 
the Anglicans were more cautious. 

(4) Whatever might be said against Anglicans receiving Holy 
Communion from non-Anglican ministers, it was inevitable that 
the Scandinavians should ask for clarification of the present 
position of their people when in England. The 1933 resolutions 
of the bishops of both English provinces allowed an incumbent 


to welcome non-Anglican communicants to Holy Communion 


when they were cut off by distance from their own ministers. 
The present Report states that permission has been on occasion 
refused. It is not clear whether this means that it has been 
refused by a diocesan Bishop (who is clearly within his nghts in 
not extending such an invitation), or by an incumbent (who seems 
to be equally free not to ‘‘“-welcome "’ the person concerned). The 
one practical resolution, therefore, of the Report (apart from one 
asking for the continuance of discussions) is to recommend 

‘That communicants in good standing in the Churches of Norway, 
Denmark and Iceland be made welcome to receive Holy Com- 
munion in the Church of England ’’. : 

It is possible that this resolution is not in a form in which the 
Committee would submit it to the Convocations. If it is, then it 


would seem to do little to satisfy the desires of the Scandinavians, -— 


and nothing to clarify the present position. It may still be asked 
whether it accords to Scandinavian communicants the right to be 
received at Anglican altars. 


FACTORS TO REMEMBER 


We turn now to moré general considerations, such as are raised 
by the appendices. Professor Greenslade, following the common 
usage, speaks of the Scandinavian Churches as “ all Lutheran 
Churches ’’. This may well be a true description, but what has 
been urged on the present writer by. Swedes may well reflect 


opinion in countries like Norway also. This is that the Swedish 


Church is. not ‘a Lutheran Church Church of 
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Sweden ’’, which has a Lutheran tradition in theology. The 
distinction may be necessary if we are to understand the Scandi- 
navian attitude. 

The Scandinavians (and here we include Sweden and Finland) 
regard themselves very much as one entity. One can see it, for 
instance, at Swedish Customs Offices, where separate counters 
are not provided for Swedes and for foreigners, as one might 
expect, but for Scandinavians and for others. In religious matters 
the same feeling is to be found. All the three Churches dealt 
with in this report are in practical communion with those of 
Sweden and Finland, although the latter have an episcopal 


succession that they themselves lack. This inevitably raises 


problems for the Anglican Communion in its relations with the 
Swedish and Finnish Churches. It is probable that the common 


- opinion in Sweden and Finland is in accord with that of the rest 


of Scandinavia that episcopal succession is not essential to the 
Church. 

There is probably some difference in the sacramental practice 
of the various Scandinavian Churches. Bishop Berggrav is quoted 
as saying that in Norway “ every baptized Christian faithful to 
Jesus Christ ”’ is in practice welcomed to Holy Communion. 

It is not from any lack of charity that ‘Anglicans feel the 
necessity of caution in approaching the Scandinavian Churches. 
They may be glad that the present report does provide a good 
deal of information about them in convenient form. 

H. R. 


NANDYAL 


Those who have followed with sympathy and anxiety the 
fortunes of the continuing Anglicans in the Nandyal area in 


- South India will have read with satisfaction that definite provision 


has now been made for their episcopal oversight. The last Lam- 
beth Conference made it impossible for an Anglican diocese to be 
set up at present in any part of South India. The difficulty has 
now been met by the consecration of an assistant Bishop of 
Calcutta. The Rev. W. A. Partridge, who for the past vear has 
been the commissary of the Metropolitan of India in Nandyal, 
has been so consecrated in St. Thomas’s Cathedral in niches 

The new bishop will now have the pastoral care of all the 
Nandyal Anglicans. Their right to remain in the Anglican 
Communion now, therefore, has been brought to its proper con- 
clusion by the provision of regular episcopal. government and 
ministration. 

_The Committee for the Defence of Church Principles has sent 
a message of goodwill to the new Bishop. . 
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ORTHODOXY AND REUNION 
(Concluded) 


Unity oF FarrH REovisitF 


Just how important-these “ other points "’ are can be gathered 
from the latest official pronouncements which have emerged from 
the Orthodox world. We read in the record of the Proceedings 
of the Conference of the Heads of the Autocephalous Orthodox 
Churches held in Moscow, July, 1948:— 

‘The Orthodox Churches expressed a feeling of Christian sym- 
pathy and brotherly love towards Anglican Christians and their 
search for means of recognition for the validity of the Anglican 
hierarchy, but they therefore resolved:—— 

“yy. The teaching contained in the 39 Articles ofthe Anglican 
Church sharply differs from the dogma, teaching of the faith and 
Tradition confessed by the Orthodox Church; meanwhile, the 
solution of the question as to the recognition of the validity of the 
Anglican hierarchy must, first of all, contain as its basis a teaching 
on the sacraments which is in accordance with Orthodoxy. 

Private expressions of agreement of the Anglican hierarchy to 
altering the teaching in these Articles about the Sacraments in an 
Orthodox direction cannot serve as a foundation for resolving the 
question in a positive sense.._For this reason if the Orthodox 
Church cannot agree to recognize the correctness of Anglican 
teaching on the Sacraments generally, and on the Sacras of the 
Priesthood in particular, neither can she recognize the validity of 
Anglican ordinations which have actually taken place. , 

“Tf the Churches of Constantinople, Jerusalem, Cyprus, 
‘Rumani®and other Autocephalous Churches have given a positive 
opinion on the recognition of the validity of Anglican ordinations, 
we have information that this recognition was conditional. 

‘2. The question of the recognition of the validity of the 
Anglican hierarchy can only be considered in association with the 
question of unity of faith and confession with the Orthodox Church, 
proclaimed by an authoritative act of the Anglican Church to this 
effect, which would proceed from some Council or Conference of 
ministers of the Anglican Confession, subsequently confirmed by 
the Head of the Anglican Church. No such act exists at present. 
In this connection we express a desire that the Anglican Church 
should alter her doctrinal teaching from the dogmatic point of 
view, as well as the canonical and ecclesiological angle, and 
particularly her real interpretation of the Holy Sacraments and 
more especially of the Sacrament of ordination. 

‘3. Manifesting full interest in and sympathy with the con- 
temporary movement among many representatives of Anglican- 
ism, directed towards the re-establishment of contacts and — 
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fellowship between the believers of the Anglican Church and the 
Church Universal, we declare that the present Anglican hierarchy 
can receive from the Orthodox Church rec ognition of the grace of 
her priesthood, if, as a preliminary, there is established between 
the Orthodox and the Angliean.Churches, a formally expressed 
unity of faith and confession as indicated above. When once 
such longed-for unity is established, recognition of the validity 
of Anglican Orders can be accomplished in accordance with the 
- principle of Economy by the only authoritative decision which we 
recognize—the *‘soborny’ decision of the whole of the Holy 
Orthodox Church, 

We pray that this, in God's unspeakable mercy, may be accom- 
plished and that our Lord may-bestow the spirit of love and gead. 
will on this beneficent work to the glory of His Holy Church.” 

And that is where matters stand officially at the moment. 
Although cordial and friendly relations exist between the two 
great Communions, the Orthodox, in effect, say that they will be 
glad to have intercommunion with us if we will oblige by becoming 
Orthodox. In spite of this-situation, however, there is no need 
to despair that the goal) will never be reached, because .a con- 
tinuation of intelligent, sympathetic and understanding inter- 
course between the peoples of the two groups can do more towards - 
the creation of ecclesi istical common denominator than official 


legislation: 
Joseru H. Hatt III. 
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